Society is becoming increasingly demanding as regards health risks as is known only too well from the media. A few years ago, it was only workers who were the object of legitimate attention, and their battles for recognition of such risks were often hard fought. Today the public has taken over and they are wary of their environment, whether it is indoors, in their homes, or the ambient environment outdoors. Over this same time period, technical progress has been leapfrogging ahead with development of, for example, mobile telephones and other wonders and this at a speed which is breathtaking. But, coming after a period when there was a comparative dearth of information, we are now subjected to an overwhelming mass of data, dominated at times by scientific 'scoops' which, though not always relevant at the scientific level, are very effective at frightening the general public.
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In the light of this we must welcome the initiative of professor Georges Tymen, the chief editor of this issue, who organised the scientific symposium in Brest on the 'Health effects of ionising and non-ionising radiation on man'. This symposium brought together for the first time those scientists involved in studies of ionising radiation, a topic of which many are fearful, and those developing studies in the sphere of nonionising radiation, whose risks are very often dismissed.
In this volume are included some particularly relevant communications which will help feed the radiation debate, because debate there is, in the scientific community.
The papers describe studies on the risks most often men-tioned : portable telephones and exposure to radio frequencies, electromagnetic radiation, electric fields, and also the radiation source often conveniently forgotten, because we like it, viz. our sun. When it comes to ionising radiation, it seems the public is concerned about even weak radiation sources but very often neglects the principal source of ionising radiation to which they are exposed through inhalation of radon. The organisers of the Symposium forgot none of these topics; they should be congratulated.
Lastly, it is now very clear that to communicate, it is necessary to be simple and to give to the public and the various media points of reference to help their understanding of the hazards inherent in the various types of radiation. Seismologists have understood the problem very well for a long time, meteorologists now reflect on it since the time a gigantic storm traumatised France and part of Europe. Electricians have a scale of risk for matters associated with thermonuclear power stations. Health physics has nothing. This omission needs to be redressed; you may read in this volume a very constructive proposal which could help to make good the lack.
It is thus an honour for me, but also a pleasure, to preface this volume which reflects the great success of the Symposium, and which brings together the scholarship of authors from different scientific backgrounds. The result is a document that is both informative and illustrative of recent results from research into problems much debated in our society.
